In this paper, we further study the global attractivity of the positive equilibrium of the discrete Nicholson's blowflies model
I. INTRODUCTION
The delay difference equation Nn+l Nn -6Nn + pNn-ke-aNn-k, n 0, 1,2,..., (1) is a discrete analogue of the delay differential equation U'(t) -6U(t) + pU(t-7-)e -aN(t--), >_ O, which has been used in describing the dynamics of Nicholson's blowflies [2, [4] [5] [6] . This work is supported by NNSF of China.
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By the biology consideration, we assume that E(0, 1), p, aE(O,+oo), and kN-{0,1,2,...}.
The initial condition is Nj-j_>0, j{-k, -k+l,...,0}, (2) and j. > 0, for some j { k, -k + 1,..., 0}.
By a solution of (1) and (2) we mean a sequence {Nn} which satisfies (1) for n--0, 1,2,... as well as the initial condition (2) . Clearly, the unique solution {Nn} of the above initial value problem is positive for all large n [1] .
If p > 5, then Eq. (1) has a unique positive equilibrium N* and N* ln(P='] (s) The global attractivity of N* was studied by Kocic and Lada [3] and So and Yu [1] respectively.
The recent result is the following [1] . THEOREM A Assume that p > (5 and that
Then any nontrival solution Nn of (1) and (2) satisfies lira Nn N*.
In this note, our purpose is to improve condition (4) . Exactly speaking, we will show some conditions for the global attractivity of N* when (4) does not hold. Our results are discrete analogues of the results in [2] . To prove our main results, we need some known results.
Let {N} be a solution of (1) and
LEMMA [1] (2). Then limsupN_< P To prove this theorem, it is sufficient to prove limn_ox =0. Lemma implies that {xn} is bounded above. Let # lim sup x and A lim inf x. (9) Then -aN* < A _< # < oo. We claim that A-#-0. For the case {x} is eventually nonnegative or eventually nonpositive, this has been proved in the proof of Theorem 2 in [3] . Therefore it is sufficient to consider the case that {x} is an oscillatory solution of (8).
Our purpose is to prove that A-#-0 under the assumptions. There are four possible cases:
() -#-0; (8) For given e > 0, by (9), there exists a positive integer n* such that , e < Xn < [Z nte, for n >_ n* k, this induce xn_ ke-xn_ < # + e, for n _> n*.
Rewriting Eq. (8) into the following form:
Now summing (16) up from n-Qi-k-1 (assuming Qi-k-_> n*) to n-Qi-1. we have Substituting (15) into the above inequality, we get [1] only applies to the case M <_ 1, while Theorem in this paper not only applies to M< but also to M> 1. So the results in this paper improve those in [1] . The conditions in Theorem are satisfied. Thus is a global attractor or (22). But Theorem 4.1 in [1] cannot apply to this case.
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